Medical history has undergone considerable changes the last thirty years. The physician as historian, who for many years dominated medical history societies, has given way on membership rolls and publishers' lists to the "professional" historian, the doctorate in history with an academic appointment in the humanities or social sciences.
As a result, medical history is written differently now than it was a quarter century ago. The sometimes hagiographic "great doctor," "great discovery," "great period" approach to the interpretation of medical history has largely disappeared. As the field of medical history has become more professionalized and centered in university departments beyond the medical school, it has come to have less to do with medicine and more to do with the disciplines in which its new practitioners matriculated.
There are advantages and disadvantages to this transition. On the one hand, the field of medical history has been expanded to consider the effect of social, economic, and political history on medicine and has concerned itself with the roles of groups other than physicians in the delivery of health care. The librarian therefore will not refer a client to the Companion Encyclopedia for a succinct biography
